i Rere . aT 


Is Germany Turning East or West? 


A radio discussion over WGN and the Mutual Broadcasting System 


GEORGE de HUSZAR 


Author; Lecturer in Political Science, Northwestern University 


LUDWIG FREUND 


Professor of Political Science, Roosevelt College 


LEONARD KRIEGER 


za Instructor in History, Yale University 
Visiting Lecturer, Northwestern University Summer Session 


Moderator: JAMES H. McBURNEY 


Dean, The School of Speech, Northwestern University 


Broadcast continuously since 1934 by Northwestern University 


Vol. 15, No. 5 August 13, 1950 


<<< ET 


THE REVIEWING STAND is a weekly radio forum presented by Northwest- | 
ern University. The program was first broadcast by Station WGN, Chicago, 
October 14, 1934. It has been on the air continuously since that time, originat- 
ing in the WGN studios, and, since 1935, carried by the stations of the Mutual 
Broadcasting System. THE REVIEWING STAND presents members of the 
Northwestern University faculty and distinguished guests from business, gov- 
ernment, education, and the press in round table discussions of contemporary 
problems—the questions that are in the news. The program is under the direc- 
tion of James H. McBurney, Dean of the School of Speech, Northwestern Uni- | 


versity, and Miss Myrtle Stahl, Director of Educational Programs, WGN, 
Chicago. 


The Northwestern University Reviewing Stand, published weekly beginning May 
2, 19438, by the Offices of the Director of Radio (Public Relations), Northwestern 
University, Evanston, Illinois. Entered as second class matter at the Post Office, 
Evanston, Illinois, under the Act of March 3, 1875. Subscription price, $1.00 for 
16 weeks, $2.00 for 32 weeks, $2.50 for one year. Single copies, ten cents, 


Is Germany Turning East or West? 


Mr. McBurney: Our speakers today 
are George de Huszar, author and lec- 
turer in Political Science at North- 
western University; Ludwig Freund, 
professor of Political Science at 
Roosevelt College; and, Leonard 
Krieger, professor of History at Yale 
University, and visiting lecturer at 
Northwestern University. 


Now, can you men answer our ques- 
tion for today. “Is Germany turning 
East or West?” What do you have to 
say on that, Mr. Krieger? 


Politics or Society? 


Mr. KrigGerR: I should say that really 
it is a matter not only of division be- 
tween East and West, but the di- 
vision in German politics and the di- 
vision in German society. If this is 
the case, then I say that it is turning 
neither East nor West. Did you mean 
the two German governments or did 
you mean the society of the German 
peoples? As to the word “turning,” 
do you mean a turn in the sense of 
political or military action or con- 
viction? Do you mean by East and 
West the interests of Soviet Russia 
in the East and the United States or 
democratic interests in the West? 

In each of these lines there is a 
division in such a sense that whereas 
the governments may be turning East 
or West, the forces behind those gov- 
ernments may not be turning to the 
East or to the West. 


Mr. McBurney: Well, that begins 
to analyze our question. Mr. Freund, 
how would you describe it in the terms 
set forth by Mr. Krieger? 


Mr. FREUND: Germany has—at least 
since the time of Luther—been a cul- 


tural hold, and culturally, Germany 
has always tended to the West ever 
since those times, war propaganda 
to the contrary notwithstanding. If 
I consider this question from a politi- 
cal standpoint I must say that Ger- 
many is not able to move either way, 
East or West. She is not able to 
move either way of her own free will 
as matters stand today. In the East 
she has no foreign policy of her own. 
In the Western zone I should say that 
she is more or less free culturally, 
but politically inhibited. 


Mr. McBurney: Is Germany turning 
East or West? Mr. Huszar, what 
have you to say? 


Division A Symptom 


Mr. Huszar: I should like to em- 
phasize the fact that it is possible to 
talk of only two German countries 
today. There are two German na- 
tions, the East and the West. That 
is a result of the cold war. This 
situation will not cease, cannot cease, 
until the cold war ceases entirely. 
The division of Germany is a symp- 
tom and not a cause of the cold war. 
I should like to make this distinction 
all the way through my discussion 
today. 


Mr. Krigcer: While there are cer- 
tainly two German nations at least 
politically, the nation is conscious of 
its own unity. The Western sees the 
Eastern part as not different from 
itself, but different only insofar as it 
is under a different army of occupa- 
tion. Socially there is but one Ger- 
many, and in this light it is possible 
to talk of one Germany. 


Mr. McBurNEY: Do you think the 
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East and the West and the division 
of these zones is a wholly arbitrary 
decision? 


Mr. FREUND: I think it is definitely 
arbitrary. The views of each are de- 
termined by dictation, and from the 
point of view of the Germans, it is 
dictated by foreign dictators. Unless 
you try to classify the Germans as a 
race set apart, they are the same as 
any other people, and there exists a 
bond between them. 


Mr. McBurRNEy: Just how strong is 
this bond? 


Mr. FREUND: There is a strong bond 
and a strong desire for integration. I 
would say that today there is an iron 
curtain only in Berlin East of the 
Elbe River. And only in Berlin is 
there some kind of contact between 
the East and West, otherwise the 
secession is more or less definite. 


Joined by Industry 


Mr. KRIEGER: I should like to point 
out that the German industry and 
economy forms a myriad of connec- 
tions between the East and the West 
of Germany. Eastern Germany was 
a more or less balanced economy and 
the Western portion of Germany was 
heavy with industry. I think these 
connections cannot be broken. 


Mr. McBurney: To organize this 
discussion, gentlemen, may I suggest 
we first look at the situation in East- 
ern Germany under the Russian 
domination, and then look at our pro- 
gram in Western Germany and then 
we will hear your recommendations. 
How do you assess the Eastern Ger- 
man portion as it exists under the 
domination of Soviet Russia? 


Mr. Huszar: The Eastern portion of 
Germany is under the complete domi- 
nation of Russia. The first and in 
some respects the most important 
weapon in that domination is propa- 
ganda, the second is economy and the 
third is military. We should not for- 
get the others, but the military seems 
to be the most important. The Rus- 


sians have organized an army of fifty 
thousand men, and in addition to that 
they have a quarter million men who 
are called the People’s Police and are 
used for internal security. The army 
of fifty thousand men are to train 
other men in the years to come, and 
you can readily see that a training 
force of fifty thousand can build up a 
tremendous army in a two- or three- 
year period. The military is to be 
built up. That seems to be the situ- 
ation in Eastern Germany. 


Mr. FREUND: Do you mean to say 
that the militarized police—or Bereit- 
schaftstruppen, as they call it—are 
already active or are they to be ac- 
tivated? 


Mr. Huszar: That is the People’s 
Police you are speaking of? 


Mr. FREUND: Is there a difference be- 
tween the Bereitschaftstruppen (Peo- 
ple’s Police) and the fifty thousand 
men that you also mentioned? 


Mr. Huszar: I think there is. The 
fifty thousand man army is to be used 
for offensive purposes and that is the 
army that is to be. It is being built 
up by using the present force as a 
training force. The twenty-five thou- 
sand People’s Police are to be used 
only for the suppression of those not 
entirely in agreement. 


The Peoples Police 


Mr. KRIEGER: I think one of the de- 
cisive questions is how will this force 
fight if called upon and where is the 
force that Eastern Germany has. This 
is important, and I do not think the 
cooperation has been great behind the 
Russian moves. There are clear signs 
of trouble in Eastern Germany. 
Among other indications knowledge 
has come to us that there has been 
instituted the office of State Security, 
and the postponement of the election 
that was scheduled for the fall of 
1949, the dismembering and the ex- 
pulsion of leaders from satellite par- 
ties, and the increased flood of refu- 
gees. I believe this shows that the 
hold Soviet Russia has on Eastern 
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Germany does not go beyond the ad- 
ministrative systems. 


Mr. FREUND: All that is true, but on 
the other hand, I would certainly 
counsel against being too sure and 
optimistic about the security of East- 
ern Germany that the Russians en- 
joy. We tried to say the same thing 
about fascism and socialism and Hit- 
lerism. While there are definite num- 
bers of people disgruntled under any 
terroristic regime, I certainly would 
say there are other people that are 
exposed only to the propaganda put 
out by the occupying forces who have 
no access to any other viewpoints, 
and they would adhere as strictly to 
the Communist line as they would to 
any other political or religious creed. 


Nazism and Communism 


Mr. Huszar: I think there are three 
reasons why the Soviet regime is 
strong in spite of the troubles, and 
one is the military reason and the 
fact that the Soviet government is 
building up an army gives an oppor- 
tunity for German officers to have a 
career which they would not have 
otherwise. It is the same plan that 
Hitler used when he was building his 
power. There is a basic similarity 
between Nazism and Communism. 
The Germans used to say that the 
Nazis were like a piece of beef-steak, 
brown on the outside and red on the 
inside. And it is true. It is easier 
to move from the Nazi creed to the 
Communist and from the Communist 
creed to that of the Nazis much easier 
than it is to move between the Com- 
munist beliefs and that of a democ- 
racy. The third reason is that Soviet 
Russia has, by the use of phony 
propaganda, sold the idea to a num- 
ber of Eastern Germans that they 
would be able to unite Germany under 
the auspices of the Eastern German 
forces. In that way you appeal to the 
nationalism inherent in the Germans. 
This together with the militarism and 
the easy shift from Nazi to Com- 
munist makes the position of the Rus- 
sians a strong one in Eastern Ger- 
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Mr. McBurney: What do you think 
of that propaganda line? Is that the 
line that Russia is taking? 


Mr. FREUND: Yes, it is a line that 
appeals to the Germans and appeals 
to their desire for unity and the 
rectification of the Eastern border— 
which, by the way, they say is a dis- 
tortion of German territory—and it 
promises to rectify that situation. 


Russian Propaganda 


Mr. McBurney: How can Russia 
take the line of nationalism that you 
say appeals to the Germans and at 
the same time hold forth the Com- 
munistic party program. Are they 
not inconsistent? 


Mr. FREUND: The preaching of Ger- 
man nationalism is indigenously the 
Russian nationalism. But this is not 
shown to the people. It appeals to 
German nationalism. They make it 
appeal to the Germans in Germany 
the same as it appeals to the Chinese 
in China and the Koreans in Korea. 


Mr. McBurney: But with Commu- 
nism running straight through? 


Mr. FREUND: True. 


Mr. KRIEGER: The line has not been 
run quite that simply. It has been 
run on a nationalism basis. There are 
six parties listed in Eastern Germany. 
The parties were there and the Ger- 
mans were more or less forced to 
choose one. There are six little parties 
or satellite parties and the main 
party. There has been a good deal of 
nationalism and that has been under 
the role of denazification. This has 
been under the head of industry. 
There has been no move toward col- 
lectivized agriculture, but simply to 
give the land to the peasants and to 
get the Junkers out of the political 
life of the country. 


Mr. FREUND: It is true that various 
parties form a united voice in East- 
ern Germany, but at the same time 
the independence of those various and 
so-called liberal parties has been 
broken. They are completely at the 
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command of the Communist party 
line. The leaders of the other parties 
with independent minds have been 
eliminated and leaders that have no 
backbone and are inclined to cooper- 
ate with the Communists have been 
admitted to leadership in those par- 
ties. 


Mr. Huszar: Strictly speaking, I do 
not think we can call the Communist 
line in Eastern Germany imperialistic 
in the strictest sense. They are using 
natives for the building up of power 
there. The appeal of nationalism is 
the one ideal that appealed to and 
united the various groups within the 
Soviet zone. There is a quotation I 
have here from one of the stooges of 
the Soviets in Eastern Germany. And 
I quote, “Eastern Germany is deter- 
mined to free its Western Germany 
brothers from .. . colonial oppres- 
sion.” That means that you can unite 
Germany around Eastern Germany— 
which is German Communism — but 
not around the Western zone. The 
Western zone, it appears, is occupied 
by imperialists while the Soviet policy 
is not imperialistic. 


U. S. and Western Germany 


Mr. McBurNrEy: We have been dis- 
cussing Russia’s position in Eastern 
Germany. Can you compare that with 
the position in Western Germany. 
How well have we done? 


Mr. KRIEGER: We have done-well and 
we have not done well. In industry 
and economy we have done well. We 
have raised industry and economy to 
ninety per cent of the previous high, 
but we have not solved any of the 
basic social and political problems 
which existed before the Nazis came 
in. There are still two million unem- 
ployed in Germany. That is a large 
number of unemployed. This repre- 
sents a real problem. We have cer- 
tainly established a federal represen- 
tation under the basie laws of their 
constitution which is apparently demo- 
cratic, but within this framework the 
political parties are parties which 
are dominated by the old bureaucrats. 


Thus the German people, as such, do 
not feel a real sense of participation, 
and in the government there is an 
increasing split between the coalition 
and the opposition, and you have an 
increasingly authoritarian regime. 


Mr. FREUND: I do not know whether 
you can call that an authoritarian 
regime, but I would say that first of 
all there is, in Western Germany, a 
cultural void that does not exist to 
the same degree in Eastern Germany, 
and I say that is unfortunate. 


Mr. McBurney: Are we responsible 
for that cultural void? 


‘Cultural Vacuum’ 


Mr. FREUND: No, I think we are all 
in the same boat. It is caused by a 
decaying civilization, and we are in 
defense of the status quo, whereas 
Communism is attacking it. And 
there lies the challenge to the people 
who feel that vacuum. I think Com- 
munism is the worst answer to it, but 
I say that neither we nor the Germans 
have found the answer to that cul- 
tural vacuum. 

If we move over to the political 
situation, I would say that we have 
done, of course, a number of things 
that did not help the situation. When 
we first occupied Germany we intro- 
duced ourselves to the Germans by 
telling them how evil they were and 
that all the evils and sins of the last 
decades devolved from them. The 
German people are the same as peo- 
ples throughout the world and they 
refused to accept such a line. We 
noticed that they refused to accept it. 
Then we started a re-education pro- 
gram in the principles of democracy, 
and the cleavage between truth and 
fiction, of course, became quite no- 
ticeable, and it was recognized by the 
Germans. The result is that now we 
have nothing in the Western zone but 
a negative attitude. 


Mr. Huszar: I think our position in 
Western Germany should be judged on 
a larger territory. The former ally, 
Soviet Russia, has now become the 
enemy, and the former enemies in 
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Germany and Japan have become our 
allies. We need Germany as a friend. 
We need all the friends we can get. 


‘Germany Needs U. S.’ 


Mr. McBuRNEY: Does Germany need 
us? 


Mr. Huszar: I think so. 
Mr. McBurRNEY: Do they know it? 


Mr. Huszar: Some groups realize it 
and others think they are being used. 
They think it is a matter of using 
Germany as an expedient. 


Mr. KRIEGER: I would say we have 
to watch out for the kind of friends 
we get. If we build up another Ger- 
many it will depend on the kind of 
Germany that is built. 
East or West? 


tive thing to do is to police the West 
against the East for their own in- 
terests. 


Mr. FREUND: I think we can leave 
that to the Germans. They are like 
any other people. If we treat them 
right after this situation develops and 
if we try to make friends with them, 
they will respond. But, we have 
botched this whole idea of friendship 
for such a long time that it is going 
to take us quite some time to convince 
them that we really intend to be 
friendly. JI think that Germans are 
naturally tending to the West cul- 
turally and they have, possibly, a de- 
sire now for building up democracy. 
But history has shown us and we 
know ourselves that it necessarily 
takes a long time to construct a de- 
mocracy. It has taken longer in other 
countries, and there is no reason to 
believe it will happen in a few days 
in Germany. 


Mr. McBurney: I think we have 
been discussing a crucial area in our 
world today insofar as America is 
concerned. You men seemed critical 
of our postwar policy in Germany. 
My next question is quite obvious and 
fair, I believe. What do we do about 


Will it go, 
Unless Germany is 
completely democratized, the conserva- 
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it? Should we withdraw our forces? 
What should we do? 


‘Mutual Withdrawal’ 


MR. KRIEGER: I think we should with- 
draw under certain conditions. I 
think we should approach the Rus- 
sians along the lines of a mutual with- 
drawal from Germany with certain 
conditions stated as to the evacuation. 
One condition would be the continuing 
of military inspections. Another 
would be guarantees for free elec- 
tions. However, I think that we ought 
to change our line from the one in 
which we want to continue the mu- 
tual occupation because we feel that 
if both sides turn loose they will go— 
that is, Germany—will go Commu- 
nist. 

I feel sure that under certain favor- 
able conditions which we should se- 
cure, Germany will truly go demo- 
cratic. I do not see how there can be 
any other solution. Sooner or later 
it will come to this. 


Mr. McBurney: Will that not be a 
repetition of the mistake we made in 
Korea? 


Mr. KRI&gGER: I think the situation is 
different. In Korea the Communists 
could come in and represent them- 
selves as the forces of Communism 
and also of democracy because the 
Koreans never experienced a true 
democracy. In Germany it will be 
different. They know the Communists 
for what they are, and they have had 
democracy — for a short time —and 
there is no danger that they would 
swallow the line that says that Com- 
munism equals democracy. 


Mr. FREUND: I would say we have in 
Germany a much more critical area 
than any other place in the world. 
Here we have one of the larger na- 
tions of Europe which is definitely 
and intrinsically anti-Communist. As 
a matter of fact it is a bridge which 
France and Italy watch, and a bridge 
which Europe could not afford to have 
in the hands of the Communists. If 
Western Germany can be controlled 
by the Eastern Germans, and the 
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Eastern Germans by the Communists 
themselves, then we probably might 
witness revolutions in Italy and in 
France. We know that those two na- 
tions—which have nearly one-third of 
the population controlled by Com- 
munists—could not fight effectively 
against any Communist assault from 
that direction. In Western Germany 
we have a vacuum or block between 
the Soviet zone and the West. If 
Western Germany were Communist, 
I think that Russia would not have to 
fight for Western Europe. 


Mr. McBurnEy: Would you go along 
with Mr. Krieger? 


German Army 


Mr. FREUND: Certainly not! I think 
that Germany would want us to stay 
there unless we built up a strong and 
independent German army. I do not 
mean a mercenary army of Germans 
led by American, British or French 
officers, not a foreign legion, but a 
wholly independent German army that 
is equipped like an army. However, 
I doubt if that would be accepted by 
the German youth. Large portions of 
them have become definitely anti-mili- 
tary on the basis of their experiences 
of two last wars. They refuse to fight 
or to be recruited in an army that 
would be commanded by generals of 
the Remer type. Those are the gen- 
erals who killed their own colleagues 
who had conspired against Hitler. 


Mr. Huszar: My position would be 
that the Western Germany should be 
granted equality. Western Germany, 
as such, at the present time cannot 
stand any kind of pressure from 
Soviet Russia. The only solution for 
Western Germany is to form a union 
of Western Europe. Germany should 
be granted equality and an equal part 
in that union. The first step, it seems, 
would be the Schuman Plan. That is 
the only way that a force could be 
built up sufficiently strong politically 
and economically to withstand the ef- 


forts of Soviet Russia to extend and 
use Eastern Germany in any expan- 


sive way. You cannot talk about Ger- | 


many in an isolated sense. 


Mr. McBuRNEY: 


ent with your ideas, Mr. Krieger? 


Mr. KRIEGER: 
great suspicion of the Schuman Plan. 
There is a very real danger that it 
might lead us into an international 
cartel. 


Mr. McBuRNEY: 


Mr. Krieger? A short, brief explan- 
ation is called for at this point. 


Schuman Plan 


Mr. KRIEGER: The plan is to pool the 
resources of Germany and France 
and perhaps other nations of Western 
Europe. It was quite clearly advanced 
by the French only after they had 
secured a strong voice through the 
Ruhr—after they were given that 
voice by the international powers— 
and they advanced that plan only 
after they were sure of definitely 
being the senior partner in the plan. 
Neither the German government nor 
the French government can stand the 
pressure of an international cartel. 
But the British Socialists and the 


German Socialists are against that 
plan and I think they must be taken © 


into account. 


Mr. McBurney: 


have a final word from you, Mr. 
Huszar. 


Mr. Huszar: You can criticize the 
Schuman Plan from a number of 
various grounds. But it seems to be 
the only possible alternative at the 


present time to provide for a basis of | 


ingress— 


Mr. McBuRNEY: I am very sorry, but 


that is all the time we have for to- 
day. I want to thank you gentlemen 
very much for being present with us. 


Is this Schuman — 
Plan which Huszar refers to consist- | 


It might be. I have a 


Just what is the | 
Schuman Plan? Will you explain it, © 


We would like to 
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guaranteed German state. 
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